TENNESSEE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION

JACKSON ENVIRONMENTAL FIELD OFFICE
1625 HOLLYWOOD DRIVE
JACKSON, TENNESSEE 38305-4316
PHONE (731) 512-1300 STATEWIDE 1-888-891-8332 FAX (731) 661-6283

March 19, 2015

The Honorable John Holden, Mayor
City of Dyersburg

435 Highway 51 By-Pass South

P.O. Box 1358

Dyersburg, Tennessee 38025-1358

REF: City of Dyersburg, Audit
Phase II Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4)
Permit No.: TNS075264
Dyer County

Dear Mayor Holden,

On Tuesday, February 24™  25% and 26™, of 2015, I met with your Stormwater Manager,
Scott Ball and your City Engineer, Justin Avent (contracted through Smith Seckman Reid,
Inc, commonly referred to as SSR consulting engineering firm) for the purpose of conducting
a MS4 Audit of Dyersburg’s permitted stormwater program. On Tuesday I had Amy Fritz
accompanying me from my office and then on Wednesday, I had Dan Hatch. The audit’s
purpose is to determine the City of Dyersburg’s compliance status when compared to the
requirements of the 2010 MS4 permit and if needed, work with the municipality to develop a
process of compliance in noted areas of deficiencies.

Before I get involved in the details of the inspection, please allow me to express my
appreciation for Dyersburg’s responsiveness to inquiries from personnel of the Jackson
Environmental Field Office ( Division of Water Resources) when MS4 issues are passed along
to your MS4 representatives. This attempt at a compliment is equally true when it comes to
dealing with Construction General Permit (CGP) issues within your MS4 area that develop
from time-to-time. These efforts by you staff are certainly appreciated by this state MS4

inspector.



A BRIEF HISTORY/ BACKGROUND OF THE MS4 PERMIT

Over the past 30 years, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the state water
quality agencies have realized the great impact that rain water runoff has on surface waters-
streams, rivers, lakes, estuary and ocean waters. Rain water falling on industries, urban areas
and construction activities can become contaminated with sediments, suspended solids,
nutrients such as phosphorous and nitrogen, metals, pesticides, organic material and floating
trash. These pollutants are then carried into surface waters. Unlike sanitary wastewater and
industrial wastewater, most stormwater is not treated prior to entering streams. Therefore, it
becomes imperative that stormwater runoff within urbanized areas be managed so that
pollutants are minimized or eliminated from entering surface waters. The Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit is a type of permit administered by the Tennessee
Department of Environment and Conservation (TDEC), the Division of Water Resources
(DWR) to reduce the amount of pollutants in stormwater runoff from appropriate
jurisdictions.

This MS4 Audit is a requirement of the DWR by EPA.

GENERAL OVERVIEW OF THE INSPECTION

As was stated in the introductory portion of the Audit, Dyersburg (or City) has been
exceptional in being responsive to any MS4 issue that has developed within Dyersburg’s MS4
jurisdiction. This is one thing that was known prior to the Audit and confirmed again during

the Audit.

Unfortunately, Dyersburg has not developed the required Stormwater Management Plan
(SWMP) as required by the MS4 Permit. It was amazing, however, to see how much of the
SWMP was being accomplished by the City’s Stormwater Ordinance. One standout
requirement has to do with the 2” run-off reduction required on new development. That has
been a Dyersburg requirement for years prior to the new “Permanent BMIP” ordnance
requirement. The new required implementation date for the “Permanent BMP” ordanance
should be on or about February 12, 2016.

Summary & Impressions of Dyersburg’s MS4 Program

Based on the before mentioned responsiveness, this state auditor was surprised that
Dyersburg did not have the MS4 Permit required Stormwater Management Plan (SWMP).
The audit, however, revealed the quality and effectiveness of the Dyersburg’s stormwater
ordinances. It also revealed that Dyersburg’s City Engineer, Justin Avent and Stormwater
Manger, Scott Ball understands the intent and purpose of the MS4 program, have embraced it
and implemented even without a formal SWMP.

Scott Ball’s efforts related to training, educating, and promoting stormwater pollution and
prevention is commendable.



Recommendations, Requirements, and Required Reponses(s)

(This listing is based on the details of the audit and should be the main MS4’s Focus)

1. Develop the required Stormwater Management Plan (SWMP) for the City of Dyersburg,
Tennessee in accordance with the City’s MS4 Permit TNSO75264. It is acknowledged that
Dyersburg’s current stormwater ordinances allow the City to operate effectively as an MS4
program without the formal structure of the a SWMP. Once you complete the SWMP,
however, you will address most of the compliance issues with the permit. (4.1)

On page 15 of the Audit Questionaire that you have, you will find an excellent list of all of
the needed items of a SWMP. The development of the SWMP will address all of the details of

the permit that are not currently being accomplished.

We mutually agreed that the City will complete and submit Dyersburg’s SWMP to my
attention at the Jackson Environmental Field Office on or before Tuesday, September 15,

201S.

2. Until Dyersburg has fully developed a written “Stormwater Management Plan” and
implemented the plan, the State of Tennessee’s Division of Water Resources cannot declare

the City in full compliance with the permit.

3. Dyersburg must prepare and incorporate the “Permanent Stormwater Management”
requirements into their City’s stormwater ordinance. This must be accomplished on or
before, February 12, 2016.

4. Make sure the entire MS4 permit’s requirements of analytical sampling, visual stream
surveys, habitat alteration evaluation; pathogen sampling is completed before the end of the
5 year permit cycle (September 30, 2015). (5.2)

5. Follow through with the full implementation of the “MYGOV?” tracking systems. It was
agreed that I would be contaced once your personnel was comfortable with the new system
for the purpose of a return visit and a demonstration of the system. (I’m looking forward to
that demonstration.)

6. Be sure to develop a way to track all public information that is circulated to the general
public so the City can get full credit for your effort.

7. Double check you list of known “Hot Spots”. As was discussed, the City should also take into
consideration to adding automobile maintenance shops, body repair shops, lawn services,
and other similar facilities to the list along with any pest control type businesses.

8. Be sure to submit your 2015 Annual Report by the end of this September to my attention at
the Jackson Environmental Field Office at 1625 Hollywood Drive, Jackson, Tennessee,
38305. This is considered a “Hard Deadline” and could be enforced upon should non or late
submittal become a pattern.



9. Itis recommended that the City consider using water/ sewer bill inserts to promote
stormwater management along with possible ads in the State Gazette.

10. Develop a written version of your current (very effective), Illicit Discharge Detection and
Elimination Plan (IDDE) as required by the MS4 Permit. Though not in written form, the
City’s current plan is excellent. (The plan is described in detail under Control Measure IIT

below)

11. Dyersburg currently allows a 30’ buffer calculated on an average. In the section 4.2.5.1 of
the MS4 Permit it is stated that the 30° buffer is a minimum distance, not an average as is
currently allowed. This will need to change when you refine your stormwater ordinance.

12. Based on the stormwater inspection of the equipment area of your public works facility, the
City must develop a Stormwater Pollution Prevention and Prevention Plan SWPPP) for that

site. Please see the Municipal Ispection section near the end of this document, page 12.

The Audit details begin on page 35 of this letter.

The courtesy and cooperation shown to us during this inspection was greatly appreciated. If you
have any questions concerning this letter and enclosed detailed report, or if there is any other
issue that you think I might be able to assist you with, feel free to call me at 731.512.1362 or by

Email at James.W.Scott@tn.gov.

oo D A

James W. Scott

Jackson Environmental Field Office
1625 Hollywood Drive
Jackson, Tennessee 38305

CC
WaterLog

Scott Ball, MS4 Program Manager
City of Dyersburg

435 Highway 51 By-Pass South
P.O. Box 1358

Dyersburg, Tennessee 38025-1358

Justin Avent, P.E., City Engineer
City of Dyersburg

435 Highway 51 By-Pass South
P.O. Box 1358

Dyersburg, Tennessee 38025-1358



THE AUDIT DETAILS (Based on MS4 Questionnaire)

1. Minimum Control Measure I - Public Education & Outreach (Section 4.2.1)

Dyersburg has not developed the required SWMP as of the date of this audit as required by
Section (4.1) of the MS4 Permit.

Dyersburg does, however, educate the public through promotions at the Masters
Gardener’s Club, County/ City Fair (promotional backpack, water bottle, drink
insulator, etc.), Morning Rotary Club, Noon Rotary Club, Earth Day at schools, and
High School visits. No official records are kept.

The City has developed a list of “hot spots” which currently consists mainly of the major
industries, the industrial parks and the railroads. The hot spots are formally inspected
once per year which includes contacting the facility’s personnel making sure that the
industry does their part to minimize stormwater runoff pollution.

The City currently has no written Public Information and Education Plan (PIE) even
though they maintain such activities. Dyersburg has an active on-going program that
keeps the general public’s awareness of the impacts of stormwater runoff on water
quality. In addition, water quality communication is kept open between the City and
engineering consultants, developers and construction companies, local as well as from
outside the Dyersburg community.

The area that currently has not been addressed is auto maintenance shops and
professional chemical applicators for residential and agriculture.

2. Minimum Control Measure II — Public Involvement/Participation (4.2.2)

Dyersburg has not developed the required SWMP as of the date of this audit as required by
Section (4.1) of the MS4 Permit.

Your stormwater program is maintained on the City’s website http://dversburg.gov/ .
From the home page one has to go to “Departments” and scroll down to find the
stormwater section. Once you are there, the web page has Scott Ball’s contact
information available.

To encourage the general public to report illegal spillage, dumping or illicit disposals,
essentially all City owned vehicles have a 311 (non-emergency) call number on them for
that purpose. The larger vehicles have advertising that promotes stormwater
management and the benefits. The 311 number is also found in the local “State Gazette”
newspaper, on their website, and on some City owned buildings.

It was recommended that the City consider using water/ sewer bill inserts to promote
stormwater management along with possible ads in the State Gazette.



At this point in time, Dyersburg has not formally tracked such promotional activities. It
has been mostly dependent on their normal yearly schedule of events.

3. Minimum Control Measure III — Illicit Discharge Detection & Elimination

(IDDE) (4.2.3)

Dyersburg has not developed the required SWMP as of the date of this audit as required by
Section (4.1) of the MS4 Permit.

Section 8 of Dyersburg’s Stormwater Ordinance, the City has the authority to prohibit
“non-stormwater” discharges into their stormwater sewer system.

The City has developed an intricate network to monitor for illicit discharges (ID). Their
monitoring network was developed through training and coordination with the public
works department, the wastewater collection system personnel, the local code
enforcement group, the water system meter readers, the street sweeper company, and the
police and fire departments. An example would be that solid waste collection is done
every week. The workers are at every potential pollution site every week. The police are
patrolling 24/7. So it could be said that Dyersburg is under constant monitoring for illicit
discharges due mainly to the training and coordination efforts Dyersburg’s Stormwater
Manager.

Dyersburg has developed a first class GIS mapping system for all of their utilities and
currently have 90% of their underground separate stormwater sewer system mapped.
The up and running system contains all needed details such as all inlets, manholes, type
of pipe, elevations, flow directions, outfalls, and the list goes on. An excellent system! All
City employees that need access have access to this system.

The City has an active and very effective Illicit Discharge Detection and Elimination
(IDDE) program, but the program has not been formalized in writing at this point in
time. The MS4 permit requires a written plan.

As of the day of this audit, the City does not have a written Enforcement Response Plan
(ERP) as specified by their MS4 Permit. They do, however have a very specific
enforcement response procedure in their City’s stormwater ordinance.

Dry weather field screenings are conducted under their dailey program by utilizing all of
the other City manpower as mentioned in 3" paragraph of this section. Even though the
City does not have a written program, critical personnel is made aware of any MS4 issues
that develop. No chronic and/ or significant offenders have been noted during 2010 to
2015 permit cycle. Formally planned screenings are conducted by the City’s Stormwater
Manager and/or City Engineer on a quarterly basis. The documentation is tracked
manually. No evidence of the inspection is noted if no issues exist at the time of the
inspection, therefore deserved credit is unable to be given by the state.



e  When the City receives a call related to an illicit discharge, Dyersburg personnel makes a
physical visit with at least two people and they take water samples if needed.

¢ Dyersburg’s ordinance requires complaints to be investigated within 24 hours.

e The City’s fire department is typically the first ones on site and they report if there is any
MS4 concerns. This is another example of the interaction with other departments to
enhance their MS4 program. The fire department takes the lead if any substance has
been discharge and works closely with MS4 representatives. It merits mentioning that
fire department personnel are exposed to annual MS4 training. There is no written
program, but the response process performs very well when it has to be executed.

¢ The enforcement mechanisms available to Dyersburg through their ordinance is verbal
warnings, written notices, citations w/ administrative penalties, stop work orders,
withholding of plans or other authorizations if needed. The enforcement plan is specified
in Section 9 of the Dyersburg Ordinance.

e There has been no enforcement action above a verbal warning needed since the permit
came into effect in 2010.

4. Minimum Control Measure IV — Construction Site Stormwater Runoff
Control (4.2.4)

e Dyersburg has not developed the required SWMP as of the date of this audit as required by
Section (4.1) of the MS4 Permit.

e Asrequired, Dyersburg is using the most current edition of 2002 version of the Erosion
Prevention and Soil Control (EPSC) which is the most current to date. The 2002, Second
Edition of the EPSC is referenced in section 5, subpart 5.1.1 of their 2004 ordinance.

e Section 4.2.4.c (dealing with impaired or exceptional waters) of the permit is addressed in
their current ordinance.

e Section 4.2.4.d of the permit will be satisfied with the full implementation of their
“MYGOV?” network. This system has been implemented and is currently being used/
tested by code enforcement personnel and stormwater will be added in the very near
future.

e Section 4.2.4.¢ of the permit is currently addressed through your project design review
and approval process. The City reviewed 12 to 15 development plans during the last 12
month reporting period.

e Section 4.2.4.f of the permit is accomplished through your subdivision regulations.

e To obtain public input to potential projects as required by section 4.2.4.g of the permit,
the projects are made known through the Planning Commission’s public notice process.



Section 4.2.4.h of the MS4 Permit, which requires there to be a procedure for site
inspections and enforcement control measures, is accomplished through their stormwater

ordinance.

Even though you do not currently have a written Enforcement Response Plan, the City’s
ordinance allows Dyersburg to implement enforcement if it should become necessary.

Dyersburg currently has four individuals with a Level I TNESPC certification but no one
is Level II certified at this time. The Level I certified employees are Scott Ball, Justin
Avent, Kevin Joshlin and Thomas Mullins. At a minimum your City Engineer, Justin
Avent will obtain his Level II certification this year which will be required for plans
review under the 2015 MS4 permit scheduled to become effective in September of 2015.

Section 4.2.4.j section of the permit related to monthly inspections is exceeded, but is only
formally documented once per month meeting the permit requirements. The
standardized inspection form requirement will be accomplished when the “MYGOV”
system is implemented in the MS4 program functions.

As of the day of this audit, Dyersburg had four (4) active MS4 permits with one of the
four requiring monthly inspections.

There were no significant MS4 violators identified over the previous 12 months. If there
had been and enforcement action required, the enforcement action (per ordinance) can
only be initiated by Scott Ball (MS4 Manager) or Justin Avent (City Engineer).

Related to the enforcement procedure requirements of Section 4.5.1, the City’s ordinance
defines what enforcement can be done, but does not define how or what is to be done and

when.

When citizens complain, the complaint is investigated within 24 hours, remediated if
required and the complainant is called back to inform them of what was found and what
actions were taken if action was required.

5. Minimum Control Measure V — Permanent Stormwater Management in New

Development And Redevelopment (4.2.5)

Dyersburg has not developed the required SWMP as of the date of this audit as required by
Section (4.1) of the MS4 Permit.

Post construction run-off is addressed during the planning and plans review stage, as
well as, during final inspection to close-out the project. To meet the requirement of
Section 4.2.5.1 of the MS4 for Dyersburg, Section 10 of their stormwater ordinance
grants you MS4 program the authority to implement the needed post construction
requirements.



Section 10 of the City’s Stormwater Ordinance allows for monetary fines to be assessed
against the developer for noncompliance to the post construction stormwater run-off
performance.

Dyersburg currently allows a 30 buffer calculated on an average. In the section 4.2.5.1 of
the MS4 Permit it is stated that the 30’ buffer is a minimum distance, not an average as is
currently allowed. Section 4.2.5.2.1 of the permit specifies implementing BMP’s that will
infiltrate, evapotranspire, harvest or use, at a minimum, 100% of the first inch of every
rainfall event preceeded by 72 hours of no precipitation. It was a pleasant surprise that
the City already requires a '2” of the first inch capture by way of your ordinance.

One of the flexibilities of the MS4 permit is that it allows a couple of options for a
development that cannot meet the 100% goal of not allowing the first inch of rainfall to
run-off. These options are Off-Site Mitigation or a Public Stormwater Project Fund. As
of this audit, Dyersburg has no such program and more than likely, will not make either
option available to a development. Dyersburg does not offer, nor do they plan to offer an
incentive program for redeveloped sites.

Dyersburg’s MS4 Program has not submitted an EPA Scorecard. The EPA Scorecard is
required to be submitted within 12 months of the effective date of the Notice of coverage.
(Section 4.2.5.3 of the permit) It should be noted that Scott Ball, your stormwater
Program Manager has only been the official stormwater program manager for two years
(equates to 2012/ 2013). In addition, since we are so close to the 2015 issuance of the MS4
Permit, this inspector will allow Dyersburg to put-off completion of the 2010 EPA
Scorecard and focus on completing the 2015 EPA Scorecard since the new permit
issuance will be in September of this year.

Dyersburg requested the one year extension on the Permanent Stormwater Management
requirements. Your existing stormwater ordinance almost meets the new requirement.
As you review the current ordinance with the “Model Ordinance” you may find that
your current ordinance may need only minor refinements.

Your staff is to be commended for having monthly meetings with Code Enforcement, the
City Planner, Public Works, Fire Department, etc. to include all interested parties in
reviewing site plans and potential planned projects and developments related to MS4

issues.

The insurance that each development meets their performance standards is addressed in
Section 6.5 of the City’s stormwater ordinance.

Post construction accountability is assured through City Ordinance Section 6.1 which
requires as-built drawings. In addition, your City Engineer reviews the details to make

sure it was built to meet or exceed expectations related to MS4 requirements.

Dyersburg references TDEC’s ESPC Manual as their post construction design manual.



e At this point in time, Dyersburg does not require operators at permitted sites to develop
and implement a maintenance agreement accepting maintenance responsibility for a site
which would include inspections and a means to transfer this agreement should another
developer decide to purchase the development. (4.2.5.5, 4.2.5.5.1)

Section 6.5 of the City’s ordinance does, however, provide the City with a regulatory
mechanism to insure long-term operation and maintenance of BMP’s.

e City Ordinance 9.2.4 ensures enforceable compliance within 30 days of issuing a non-
compliance notification. If the City has to conduct the work, ordinance 6.5 allows them to
re-coop the City’s costs. (4.2.5.5)

e Once your “MYGOV” system is implemented into the stormwater program, Dyersburg
should be in compliance with section (4.2.5.6) of your MS4 Permit and section (4.2.5.6.a.,

b., c., d.).

e Dyersburg Stormwater Ordinance 6.5 addresses the requirements found in sections
4.2.5.7.a & .b, but not to the degree of what the new permanent BMP requirements will
entail when adopted.

6. Minimum Control Measure VI — Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping
for Municipal Operations (4.2.6)

o Dyersburg has not developed the required SWMP as of the date of this audit as required by
Section (4.1) of the MS4 Permit.

e The City has not, to date, targeted City facilities with the same scrutiny as development
unless construction is involved. Parks of all types, however are maintain very well. All
City equipment is serviced inside in a garage. In addition, all City construction
equipment is keep under roof.

e Each department, natural gas, sewer, water, wastewater, drainage, maintenance, etc. are
responsible to make sure they are MS4 compliant. Each department answers to your
Stormwater Program Manager, Scott Ball.

e All MS4 related maintenance is completed with City resources. This allows these
employees to undergo MS4 annual training therefore they know how to properly deal
with implementation of needed BMP’s and to properly handle construction stormwater
runoff. Inspection and cleaning of stormwater infrastructure is a continuous process.
Cleanings are taken to the Dyer County Landfill for disposal. (4.2.6)

e A street sweeper company is under contract and deploys his one unit street sweeper daily
within Dyersburg’s MS4 jurisdiction.

¢ Dyersburg currently has no “Integrated Pest Management Plan” (IPM).



¢ All flood management projects are reviewed by the City’s Engineer, Justin Avent. MS4
concerns are addressed which ultimately deals with water quality. Dyersburg has just
recently issued a contract to improve stormwater drainage along Main Street
(approximately 1,600’ of drainage pipe). This drainage improvement project should help
with flooding in that area.

Reviewing and Updating Stormwater Management Program (4.4)

e Dyersburg has not developed the required SWMP as of the date of this audit as
required by Section (4.1) of the MS4 Permit.

Enforcement Response Plan (4.5)
e As stated previously, even though the City does not, at this point in time, have a written
Emergency Response Plan (ERP), you do have City Ordinance 6.5 which functions just
as well as the intended purpose of the written ERP of the SWMP.

¢ The case documentation as specified in part section 4.5.3 of the MS4 permit, will be
implemented within 6 months of this audit.

e Since their 2010 NOC of the MS4 permit, Dyersburg has not had any chronic violators to
document. Once MYGOYV becomes operational and used by MS4 personnel, the ability to
track a MS4 issue and chronic violators will be established.

Analytical Monitoring (5.1)

e Dyersburg has not developed the required SWMP as of the date of this audit as required by
Section (4.1) of the MS4 Permit.

e The City has committed to perform each of the analytical and pathogen sampling
requirements of Dyersburg’s MS4 permit prior to the new permit being issued in

September, 2015. This will satisfy the sampling requirements of the permit.

¢ You are to be complemented for conducting pathogen sampling (ecoli) on an annual
bases exceeding the permit’s requirement of one time during the 5 year permit cycle.

Non-analytical monitoring (5.2)

e Dyersburg does not have an active program to fulfill this section of their permit, but will
seek a contractor to meet the requirements and the deadline established in the permit.

Recordkeeping (5.3)

o Asrequired records, analytical, reports, and all data related to your NOI are maintained
for the required 3 years



e The City makes their Annual Report available for public comment by advertising it on
the City’s website, the State Gazette (local newspaper), and through a smartphone app
called DGOV (specific to Dyersburg).

e Dyersburg did submit the required MS4 Annual Report, but unfortunately, the
September 30" deadline was not met.

Audit- Construction Inspections

We visited four major construction sites. Two of the sites still had a fair amount of
construction work pending and the other two sites were down to a small punch list. Dot Foods
still has to return the industrial park’s retention pond back into it original condition and some
minor work on their actual facility site.

Dyersburg’s new industrial park water tank still lacked the installation of the booster pump
system and tying the tank into the distribution network. The new bank and funeral home that
we visited were definitely down to a minor punch-list.

All projects appeared to have been well monitored by your MS4 personnel and the finished
projects now add to the attractiveness of Dyersburg to those that might visit or relocate to you

fine City.
Audit- Municipal Inspection

The Public Works facility was inspected from a stormwater perspective and the following
observations were made:

¢ No Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) has been developed for the
facility. After inspecting the site, a SWPPP is definitely needed to address a few areas
of concern that will be listed. The SWPPP is also justified by the fact that their are
multiple departments responsible for stormwater controls adding to the need for there
to be a common document that each department can use to help insure consistant
clean-up and controls across the spectrum of departments.

¢ There were several blue plastic drums located to the left of the maintenance shop and
across the drainage that flows behind the shop, The drums were found to have
mosquito spray in them and a pump in one of the barrels. They were stored outside,
adjacent to the drainage way and exposed to any rainfall with no secondary
containment. (Note Picture No. 1)

e There was a concrete area next to the maintenance garage building that is used for
equipment washing. There is a drain inlet located at the center of the slab that collects
the wash water and discharges to a oil-water separator and grit chamber and
ultimately into a pipe connected to the wastewater plant near by. There is, however, a
path for water to run-off into the drainage way behind the maintenance garage. Even
though the run-off is unlikely, some protection should be considered to prevent any



wash water run-off, as well as, a stormwater event of a magnitude that could cause the
washing of any oil & grease, cleaning solution, anti-freeze, salt residue, etc. into the
adjacent drainage way. (Note Picture No. 2)

e There was another blue drum noted at the north east corner of the fence along with a
yellow commercial grade mop bucket. The road side ditch lyes between the fence and
the south edge of pavement of Honeydew Lane. This drum contained a cleaning
solution for the cleaning of the Public Works’ office complex. Apparently this is the
area where the cleaning of the cleaning equipment takes place and the re-filling of the
mop bucket with the cleaning concentrate. (See Picture No. 6)

e Even though there is room for run-off conern as noted above there was no visual

evidence noted.
Picture No. 1
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Picture No. 4

Dyersburg’s Street-Salt Storage

Picture No. 5




Picture No. 6
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STATE OF TENNESSEE
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF WATER RESOURCES

Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Audit Worksheet* - Rev 1.2

MS4 Name: Dyersburg Date: ,, -24-2 015
County: Dyer Permit #: TNSO 75264
Responsible Official: Scott Ball, Program Manager NOC Date:  05.13.2011
On-Site Representative(s): Justin Avant, SSR Consultants

Phone Number(s):

Name/Address/Title/Phone Number of MS4 Contact Person:

Scott Ball/ 435 West Church Street, Dyersburg, 38024/ Program Manager/ 731.288.7696

Y =Yes N= No (Circle one)
Stormwater Management Program (NPDES Permit Section 4.1.)
1. Y N Has awritten Stormwater Management Plan (SWMP) been developed? (4.1.)
DUE (2 MowW< FROm NOC

Minimum Control Measure #1: Public Education and Outreach (4.2.1)

2. Y N Has this program element been included in the SWMP? (4.2.1)

3. Y N Have they a/mplemented a public education and outreach program? (4.2.1)
ScHool S [i=pt. P Ao'rrﬂq_{ CLuBs + Boon. @ FAle (Br;ur_ prAcic w/wd"&?é
aC}C&:ﬂslaoat..- S, ﬁorff&'i u
4. Y N Have they identified “hot spots” within their jurisdiction? (4.2.1)
‘Come. PLASTS, Colowia| Aublbt. — Foamafly e A Yo
Asi ﬂo,q.ﬂ [

If yes, list specific events/activities focused on “hot spot” areas and the pollutant(s) of concern.

[Hot spot means an area where land use or activities generate highly contaminated runoff, with concentrations of pollutants in
excess of those typically found in stormwater. Examples might include operations producing concrete or asphalt, auto repair

shops, auto supply shops, large commercial parking areas and restaurants, (permit definition)]
5. Y N Have they developed a written Public Information and Education Plan (PIE)?

(Due 12 months from NOC effective date) (4.2.1.)

6. Y N Hasamethod to evaluate the plan’s effectiveness been incorporated into the PIE?
(4.2.1.) st

Small Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Audit Worksheet - Rev 1,2



Phase Il MS4 Audit Worksheet — Page 2 of 16

75 Y N Doesthe PIE detail specific goals and specific public information events/activities that
will occur over the remainder of the permit cycle? (4.2.1.)

8. Does the PIE include targeted educational campaigns addressing the following issues (4.2.1.):

Y N General public awareness on the impacts on water quality from general housekeeping
maintenance/activities?

—>no HOA
Y N _Home owner associations and other operators of permanent BMPs awareness of the
importance of maintenance activities?

Y N Local engineering and development community awareness of the stormwater
ordinances, regulations, and guidance materials related to long-term water quality impacts?

Y N General public and professional chemical applicators awareness on the proper

storage, use, and disposal of pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizers?
Tenn quOJ TER MoK,

Y N General public and professional chemical applicators awareness on the proper
storage, use, and disposal of oil and other automotive-related fluids?

Y N General public and municipal employees on the awareness of identifying and
reporting procedures for illicit connections/discharges, sanitary sewer seepage, spills, etc.?

Y N Local engineering, development, and construction community awareness of
stormwater ordinances, regulations and guidance materials related to construction phase water
quality impacts?

Y N Municipal employee/contractor awareness of water quality impacts from daily

operations?
mm.lés 7] e o\9/

9. Y N Do theytrack and maintain records of these activities? (4.2.1.) m ul & oU.
Minimum Control Measure #2: Public Involvement/Participation (4.2.2)

10. Y N Has this program element been included in the SWMP? (4.1.)

11. Y N Havethey complied with public notice requirements? (4.2.2) [i.e., A public notice

would normally be required when the local government proposes to enact a stormwater | [
management ordinance, changes to ordinance, etc.] Y et AN
| Ne el / e UF
Loca Gws AA0 3 oe NMore e E Tt

If yes, what method(s) of advertising are they using?
12. Y N Have theyidentified and published the name of the stormwater contact?

Where is this information located?



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.
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Y N Have they created a website devoted to their stormwater program?

Internet (Identify website): 0./ e sbugg, aoV /[ “unage {icpaay MeoTs '

(nmOT on' FiesT Y Page)
How do they ensure public participation and involvement during the stormwater management
program development process and/or during program changes? (i.e. stormwater advisory
groups) NOT AR curaGw ,—,_7

How do they encourage citizen reporting of illegal spillage, dumping or illicit disposal of

materials into the MS4 system? (i.e. hotlines, website link) (4.2.2.) ;
L> “aiy" (on ﬂ,l.A.SJ T'ch.rcg) + (’4—,031« - O T

le jronr fz’m:'ﬂat-_-:&.'leul
How was the annual report presented (i.e., public meeting, posted on the internet, etc.) (5.4.)

(Comumi1dmt=0 i~ TTERNET )
N J

Y N Arestormwater related volunteer activiéies sponsored or endorsed by the MS4?
(p 2E0T Avesd. 1 ead C.L..E)‘I'FJ—‘!'(:‘ WAZ s TE
What participatory/stewardship activities (i.e. waterbody cleanups, storm drain stenciling, etc.)

) . 5 )
did they implement? o S

What is their method of advertising the public involvement opportunities? . STRTE

(Due within 30 days of NOC effective date) (4.2.2) Aceonmmgg %_ AdD 10 G ALETE
uricn Bret 1RSERTT

Y N Have they tracked and maintained records of all public involvement/participation

programs and activities? (4.2.2.) List how.

List the activities and number of the people that participated? (Including annual report
meeting, cleanups, etc.)

Minimum Control Measure #3: lllicit Discharge Detection and Elimination (IDDE)

(4.2.3)
19. Y N Hasthis program element been included in the SWMP? (4.1.)
20. Y N Have they maintained, either through ordinances or other regulatory mechanisms, the
ability to prohibit non-stormwater discharges into their storm sewer system? (4.2.3)
Sgerion ©°
21. Y N Have they continued to develop and implement an illicit discharge detection and

elimination program (IDDE) to detect and address non-stormwater discharges, including illegal
dumping into their system? (4.2.3)
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22. Y N Have they continued to update, and develop a storm sewer system map showing the
location of all outfalls and the identification/name of receiving waters? (4.2.3)

23. Y N Doesthe map also include inputs into the storm sewer collection system and indicate

the general direction of stormwater flow? (4.2.3.) 40% TOTAL uywdeg 2ousr I
ALL v LETS

(S
Who can access the map and for what purpose? ik

C;n/ Eu,ﬂc-o:fm
24, Y N Have they developed written procedures for conducting the IDDE program? (4.2.3.)

25. Y N Has awritten Enforcement Response Plan (ERP) for illicit discharges been developed?
(Due 18 months from NOC effective date) (4.2.3.)

26. Y N Hasthe Enforcement Response Plan (ERP) been implemented?
(Due 18 months from NOC effective date) (4.2.3.)

27. Y N Isdryweather/field screening conducted? pAa1ty, S«t Wo"""'c"‘{.t dser opva
A& ok 155,

28. Y N Based on field screenings have they identified areas that have a reasonable potential
of having illicit discharges? (4.2.3.)

29, What is the frequency of their field screenings? @u '«_n.:vu.j

—

30. Y N Areinvestigations of illicit discharges documented? (4.2.3__._)

W
/r. Jﬂ"ﬂ/( (;' D ¥
Does the documentation contain: ,.(
Y N locations Y N sampleresults
Y N times Y N discovered source

Y N parameters

31. Y N Have they prohibited, by ordinance or other regulatory mechanism, contamination of
stormwater from hot spots? (4.2.3) S, B

32. Y N Isamechanism currently available to the public to report illicit discharges (hotline,
"L website, other)? (4.2.3.)

'\_yy What is that mechanism? 2 |} weB (s yo

33. What are the illicit complaint investigation procedures? /’HclJ/cA { Uisir
2 Pencon midiacs [

.541? [l—r— C’*ﬂﬂb‘l



34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

assl
r
N,\e"‘ Phase Il MS4 Audit Worksheet — Page 5 of 16
,APO‘CbpMH
e

Y N Doesthe ERP specify a timeframe for complaint investigations? (4.2.3.)

( 2.4 wouas

Y N Have they responded to complaints within 7 days? (4.2.3.)

4
How many illicit discharges have been reported during this review period? Q)
How many illicit discharges have been responded to during this review period?@

How many illicit discharges have been eliminated during this review period? CD

How many illicit discharges have been documented during this review period? (_,f)

Who is responsible for reporting/informing a hazardous waste or material spill and cleanup
activities to TEMA and/or local spill response agencies? 1A 0 ERALT W ST

Y N s a set of written guidelines and procedures in place for responders to follow in case
of a hazardous waste or material spill? (4.2.3.) Request a copy.

Is a training/education program in place to inform the following groups of the hazards
associated with illegal discharges and improper disposal of waste (4.2.3):

Y N MS4 Employees (public employees)? —= T.a.qm;'.(\c] 1S ouyr oF DATLE
Spill Prevention & Response:
IDDE Procedures (response, investigation, elimination, prevention):
Y N Industry/Commercial (businesses)? =% mWasuad foerdenrmEn T;JD,;)
Hazards of illegal dumping & illicit discharges: J;},fof‘i'utma LE
Y N General Public? s AVH
Hazards of illegal dumping & illicit discharges:
Used oil & household hazardous waste educational materials:
Recycling & disposal facilities:
IDDE reporting procedures:
Y N Other:

What types of enforcement mechanisms are available? (Due 18 months from NOC effective
date) (4.5.1.a,b., c., d., f.)

Verbal warnings O
Written notices 1) )
(
Citations w/ administrative penalties jb’c”/

Stop work orders

Withholding of plans or other authorizations
Additional measures (list) L

< << =<=<=<
zzzz=z=
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Y

40. Y N Have any enforcement actionds been taken during this review period?

DI e )
\
Describe: & a}/ g 16 61 =N
J"\Q\ SWD “ oﬂzﬁmﬁ')bg = *\&
20U G —— .~

41. Y N Isthere an official enforcement escalation plan or procedure in place? Request a copy?\ |
(4.5.1.) :

Minimum Control Measure #4: Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control (4.2.4)
42, Y N Has this program element been included in the SWMP? (4.1.)

43, Y N Have they continued to develop and implement a program to reduce pollutants in any
stormwater runoff to the MS4 from construction activities that result in a land disturbance of
greater than or equal to one acre and/or less than one acre if that construction activity is part
of a larger common plan of development? (Due 24 months from NOC effective date) (4.2.4)

44. Y N Have they updated ordinances or other regulatory mechanisms to include the current
erosion prevention and sediment control (EPSC) measure requirements? What dates were
these ordinances or regulatory mechanisms adopted? Date adopted:
(Due 18 months from NOC effective date) (4.2.4a)

Name and/or code section(s):

45. Y N Have they developed sanctions to ensure compliance with these ordinances and
regulatory mechanisms? (4.2.4a)
SEcno,O [0 *1{5—0 o ’J‘OC;Q 2579, /dcwﬂcs\ﬂ
Y N Do the sanctions include monetary penalties as specified in TCA 68-221-11067 (4.2.4a)

46. Y N Aretheir EPSC requirements consistent with those described in the TDEC EPSC
Handbook? (4.2.4b)

47. Y N Have they updated requirements in their program corresponding to the Tennessee
Construction General Permit? Including special conditions for impaired and exceptional waters?
(Due 18 months from NOC effective date) (4.2.4c) )

m o

48. Y N Havethey developed an inventory and tracking mechanism for all active public and
private construction sites that result in a land disturbance of greater than or equal to one acre
and/or less than one acre if that construction activity is part of a larger common plan of
development? (4.2.4d) What is the mechanism? Ask to see it.

49. Y N Have they developed requirements for construction site operators to control wastes
such as discarded building materials, concrete truck washout, chemicals, litter, and sanitary
waste at the construction site that may cause adverse impacts to water quality? (4.2.4e)



50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.
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Y N Have they developed procedures for site plan review, which incorporate consideration
of potential water quality impacts? (4.2.4f)

Are those procedures in writing? Request a copy.
.S/(O 'Z)
Y N Arethese procedures included in the SWMP? 5%~ "'%\5 ?

Y N Doesthe procedures include an evaluation of plan completeness and over all BMP
effectiveness? (4.2.4.1.)

How many plans were reviewed during this reporting period? (IJ. ro /J')

Y N Doesthe plan review process ensure that EPSC measures meet state technical
standards?

Y N Have they developed procedures for receipt and consideration of information
submitted by the public? List the procedures.(4.2.4g) Pernamg comnissod = Public.

Y N Have they developed procedures for site inspection and enforcement of control

measures? (4.2.4h) : g
JIN 044"‘“» .

Y N Arethe enforcement steps included in their ERP? (4.2.4.h.)

Y N Have theyrequired their inspectors to complete and maintain certification under the

Tennessee Fundamentals of Erosion Prevention and Sediment Control, Level 1(or equivalent)?
(4.2.4.i) List inspector names. Seorc B4ll /KeVin Josw e, Juspu AvaoT, THow < mactioc

Y N Have they required their site plan reviewers to complete and maintain certification
under the Tennessee Erosion Prevention and Sediment Control Design Course, Level 27? (4.2.4i)

List plan reviewer names. M

Y N Do they identify priority construction activity (a.k.a., sites)? (4.2.4.j) How?
Love's Taduck, STDAS

Y N Do they hold pre-construction meetings with construction site operators for priority
construction activities? (4.2.4.j.)

Y N Do they perform inspections of priority construction sites at least once per month?
(4.2.4.j.) Go mpas, AuT DOC. AT LEwST Vi .

> 0dE”
Y N Isastandardized inspection form used? (request a copy) W0&K/EQ ow a4 P04 L
= — v
pod ‘T Fikt 2“7 Lts

1
S . i g0 &%
How many construction sites have active permits with the MS4? 4 )

What is the number of active construction sites requiring monthly inspections? \/E_‘S

[ = A4 04&//‘1(
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..?r"

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

.-\. <

What is the number of inspections performed and the frequency over the past 12 months?
Request to see the procedures for tracking inspections. Descrlbe the procet,/ures
._(_\_{o‘; URZEV
How many violations were found in the previous year? @
What are the procedures if violations are found? Are the procedures documented in the ERP?

(4.5.1.) . 0RO IPANCE GrEDS WHAS oo R DI
. e T DEPOE Weiar wrwe 35 AodET

What is the procedure when citizen complaints are received? AvESY1 G A4T2
ASwm DI AT

CaLl BAacI<o

Y N Can construction site inspectors administer enforcement actions?
If no, who can? If yes, what types of enforcement actions?
Lt s P ™o SQ_D\I"/\IMI/ 7 J
Y N Areenforcement actions tracked? Ask to see their tracking mechanism. M7€ o V.

Describe this tracking mechanism and person(s) responsible for follow up. [

e S‘WW'/JuSTIO ﬂif——J

How many of the following enforcement actions were used in the previous year?
Notices of Violations (NOV) L%

Administrative fines
Stop-work orders

Civil penalties

blek o b

Criminal penalties

—
What is the most common compliance issue on construction projects (i.e| tracking on streets,
litter or inadequate concrete washout BMPs)?

5 /L.T/FL-?DC_E"
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Minimum Control Measure #5: Permanent Stormwater Management in New
Development and Redevelopment (4.2.5)

75. Y N Has this program element been included in the SWMP? (4.1.)

76, Y N Havetheydeveloped and implemented a program to address post-construction runoff
from new development and redevelopment projects which disturb an acre or more or are part
of a larger common plan? (4.2.5.1)

77. Y N Have they developed and implemented ordinances or other regulatory mechanisms to
address post-construction runoff from new development and redevelopment projects? (4.2.5.1)

78. Y N Have they developed sanctions to ensure compliance with these ordinances and
regulatory mechanisms? (4.2.5.1.) Se=ey ,}0 o 1D

Y N Do the sanctions include monetary penalties as specified in TCA 68-221-11067 (4.2.4a)

79. Y N Have they developed a set of requirements (performance standards) to establish,
protect, and maintain water quality buffers in areas of new development and redevelopment?

(4.2.5.1)
Y N In areas less than 1 mile’ the buffer equals 30 feet ;
Y N In areas greater than 1 mile? the buffer equals 60 feet ¢, by Less A2 20

w/ AV oF 30
Ask for a copy of set of requirements.

80. Y N Do site design standards require that BMP’s be designed, built and maintained to
infiltrate, evapotranspire, harvest, or use, at a minimum, 100% of the first inch of every rainfall
event preceded by 72 hours of no precipitation? (4.2.5.2.1) 0‘"‘:- Apped. 35 Secrpd 3.3

!
2.

81. Do they allow Off-site Mitigation or Public Stormwater Project Fund for sites that cannot meet
100% of the runoff or pollutant reduction requirement? NO

82. Y N Do they offer an incentive program for redeveloped sites? (4.2.5.2.1)

83. Y N Have they filled out the EPA Water Quality Control Scorecard within the first year of
coverage? (4.2.5.3.)

84. Y N Did they submit a copy of the scorecard with the subsequent annual report? (4.2.5.3.)
85. Y N Have any changes been made to local codes and ordinances? (4.2.5.3.)

What were the changes?

86. Y N Werethe required updates to the ordinances performed within 4 years of coverage

under this permit? (4.2.5.3.) List deadline date. a4sx Fo 4. & xTEns00)
A A

| ——

9



87.

88.

89.

90.

91.

92.

93.

94.

95.

96.
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Y N Have theyincluded project review, approval and enforcement procedures in the ERP?
(4.2.5.4.)

Do the procedures include the following:

Y N procedures for site plan review and approval that include inter-departmental
consultations (4.2.5.4.a. mdﬁ&ﬁﬂ.«, MEETINGS @/Coaj@‘c:”F_) ¢ 11y J’th‘i’rﬁﬂC‘:—'Tl’/

Public oris, F2e Ot ere.
Y N how thesite plan review ensures that performance standards are met and how long-
term maintenance is addressed (4.2.5.4.b.) (ogfy.Secﬂoo .S

Y N Averification process and enforceable procedures to ensure that permanent
stormwater BMPs have been installed correctly (4.2.5.4.c.) AS-BULT  o2d. & |
Who performs post construction BMP plan review? C,-,.,,\ 29 (4 -

Y N Have they adopted a post construction design manual? Ask to see a copy.

Ll REF. MW TdEC Mmavasl .
Y N Have they required the operator at permitted sites to develop and implement a
maintenance agreement accepting maintenance responsibility and allowing for inspections and
also account for transfer of lease/deed responsibility? (4.2.5.5, 4.2.5.5.1)

Y N Have they developed and implemented regulatory mechanisms to ensure adequate
long-term operation and maintenance of BMPs? (4.2.5.5) o©e¢d. (0. 5

Y N Do they ensure this maintenance agreement includes a provision requiring BMP
owners to initiate corrective action within 30 days of receiving a non-compliance notification?
(4.2.55) 020, 1.2.4

Y ;N’/'Does the maintenance agreement allow for them, or their designees, to perform
necessary maintenance neglected by the owner/operator and bill/recoup all costs incurred by
the MS4 for these corrections? (4.2.5.5) G..5

Y N Have they developed a system to track BMP’s at new development and
redevelopment sites? (Due 180 days from NOC date) (4.2.5.6.) M(?g ou.

In addition to standard information (project name, owner, location, start/end dates), do they
require the following information for the BMP tracking system (4.2.5.6.a., b., c., d.):

Y N BMP description (type, number, specifications) \\)
oV

Y N Lat/Long coordinates (\

Y N Maintenance requirements [\

Y N Inspection information (date, findings, follow up activities, compliance status)

10
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97. Y N Arethey requiring owner/operators to perform routine inspections of all BMP’s at
least annually? (4.2.5.7.a.) Bur Oza. (.5 ANor RPer. New R
98. Y N Are they requiring owner/operators to perform comprehensive inspections of all

stormwater management facilities at least every five years? (4.2.5.7.b.) /\/[‘_774) ]"5 m /

99, Y N Aretheseinspections (1/5yrs) being performed by an engineer or landscape architec-tj
" o/
(4.2.5.7.b.) 0ed. b3 AW 13 M A

100. Do the inspection reports include the following information (4.2.5.7.b.):
Y N Facility type
Y N Inspection date
Y N BMP owner information
Y N Description of BMP condition
Y N Photos
Y N Maintenance items or violations needing correctiq__n/_ = 4
e

101. Y N Aretheyrequiring a copy of these inspections to be submitted?

Minimum Control Measure #6: Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping fo
. e . BeEEE GAaegae s TRycks SalTw T?-]e,’o
Municipal Operations (4.2.6) Ao medum;g_\.}/ S8 el T hos

102. Y N Has this program element been included in the SWMP? (4.1.)
7k
103. Y N Have they identifie .tb{municipal activities that are exposed to stormwater? List the
activity and/or facility. (i.e.| park; open space maintenance, fleet and building maintenance,
construction/land disturban '§, and stormwater system maintenance).

104. Y N Isthere adesignated stormwater person identified for each activity/facility?

105. Y N Have they developed and implemented an operation and maintenance program that
includes a training component and has the ultimate goal of preventing or reducing pollutant
runoff from municipal operations? (4.2.6.)

106. Y N Isthere stormwater BMP technical guidance designated and made available for
maintenance staff? TP mavag |

107. What types of training have been received? 172A Y &5 SESSIO D — Aunzun;u_(,(

11
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108. How many of the staff have received training? (List by facility) Mot

X Ao

109. Y N Do they use contractual staff to complete MS4 maintenance activities?

NO

If yes, who?

110. Y N Isthere aschedule established for inspection and cleaning of catch basins and the
stormwater conveyance system? What is the schedule? o0~ o-"@/co»'r; NuE oS
e ———

111. What s the frequency of inspection? (Proactive/Response to emergencies) D L-A—(

112. 'Y N Are procedures in place for properly disposing of waste removed from the separate
storm sewers? (4.2.6.) MmosT ITams AR Haulem ro L4gn aFr‘//
NOT QWA (TTE
113. How is the MS4 spoil disposed of? Is it tracked and recorded? Ask to see documentation.

V&S = @ Lavar|! -
114. How often does street sweeping occur? Dty - CowTRAcTEd (S&ezdrdg C.M_,o. ot Amenica )
. _ Sc4
115. How are the street sweeping spoils disposed? Jal Hods e
L anori ]

116. Y N Isthere a written Integrated Pest Management (IPM) program for municipal
operations? If yes, who is assigned to coordinate the IPM program?

117. How does the @address/inspect road salt storage? Jr worc -

118. Y N Are storage locations identified for chemicals?
119. Y N Are there procedures for chemical (i.e., deicer, brine, etc.) applications?

120. Y N Do maintenance contracts include language on stormwater impact and appropriate
BMPs? SREET S W e = A

121. Y N Are procedures in place to ensure that new flood management projects assess the
impacts on water quality? [Have they coordinated with flood control managers for the purpose
of identifying and addressing environmental impacts?] (4.2.6.) 7TH2eylbw/ FLA2s Levren

122. 4 N  Are procedures in place to examine existing projects for incorporating additional
water quality protection devices or practices at municipal facilities? (4.2.6.)

0”‘601‘1110 IS B ECTT 0aDS
> NEW p,em,d%,_; pd%gcf\" 5. vt
Faom _
Boo' K &S OF

12 Faienwdsicf A oad)
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123. Y N Have the following been considered when developing their program:
“maintenance activities, maintenance schedules, long-term inspection procedures of structural
and non-structural controls, controls for reducing or eliminating discharges from streets, roads,
highways, municipal parking lots, maintenance and storage yards, fleet or maintenance shops,
salt/sand storage locations, and waste transfer stations” (4.2.6.)

Reviewing and Updating Stormwater Management Program (4.4)

124. Y N Arethey performing an annual review of the Stormwater Management Program
during preparation of the annual report? (4.4.1) List how this is done?

125. Y N Are changes to the Stormwater Management Program being reported to the division?
(4.4.2) If yes, how are the changes reported?

126. Y N Have any new areas been added to the MS4 within the last 12 months?

127. Y N Do they have a plan for implementing the Stormwater Management Program in all
newly added areas within 90 days of transfer of responsibility? (4.4.4.)

128. Y N Does the plan include schedules for implementation? (4.4.4.)

129. Y N Arethey implementing their Stormwater Management Program requirements in these
areas? (4.4.4.)

130. Y N Hasinformation on all new annexed areas and resulting updates been included in the
annual report? (4.4.4.)

Enforcement Response Plan (4.5)

131. Y N Have they developed an Enforcement Response Plan addressing their ability to
respond to violations and describing progressive enforcement including verbal warnings,
written notices, citation with penalties, stop work orders, and withholding of plan approvals or
other authorizations? (4.5.1.) (Due 18 months from NOC effective date)

ORD., oS

132. Does their enforcement case documentation include the following (4.5.3.):

OLD. 0. 85

Y N Name of owner/operator Y N Location

Y N Description of violation Y N Compliance schedule

Y N Enforcement response used Y N Documentation of enforcement response
Y N Referrals Y N Date the violation was resolved

133. Y N Have they developed a plan to identify chronic violators? Describe. (4.5.4.) 00 .

)

13
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Discharges to Water Quality Impaired Waters

134. Y N Have theyincluded/implemented BMPs specifically targeted to achieve wasteload
allocations prescribed by all applicable TMDLs? (3.1.1)

135. Y N Doesthe SWMP include a schedule of installation and monitoring of such BMPs?
(3.1.1.)

Analytical monitoring (5.1)
136. Y N Has this program element been included in the SWMP? (3.1.1.)

137. Y N  Forstream segments identified as being impaired for siltation and/or habitat
alteration, where discharges form the MS4 have been identified as a source of impairment, is
biological stream sampling utilizing the Semi-Quantitative Single Habitat (SQSH) Method as
identified in the division’s Quality System Standard Operating Procedure for Macroinvertebrate

Stream Survey being performed? (5.1.) Wwret, cowp lv\

Y N Every 5 years?

138. Y N Forstream segments identified as being impaired for pathogens, where discharges
from the MS4 have been identified as a source of impairment, is bacteriological stream
sampling utilizing methods identified in the division’s Quality System Standard Operating
Procedure for Chemical and Bacteriological Sampling of Surface Water being performed? (5.1.)

Y N Every5vyears? Aumeunll

139. Y N Arethey performing the TMDL prescribed analytical monitoring for all stream
segments subject to a TMDL for parameters other than siltation, habitat alteration or
pathogens where the MS4 has been identified as a source of impairment? (5.1.)

PL s '0;<( For THIs Je&AR_
Non-analytical monitoring (5.2)

140. Y N Has this program element been included in the SWMP? (3.1.1.)

141. Y N Arethey performing visual stream surveys and impairment inventories upstream and
downstream of each MS4 outfall discharging into an impaired stream where the discharges
from the MS4 have been identified as a source of impairment? (5.2.) Ask to see their records.

Describe how this is documented.

Y N Every5years?

Recordkeeping (5.3)

142. Y N Arerecords being kept of all monitoring activities, copies of reports, and records of all
data used to complete the NOI for at least 3 years? (5.3.)

14
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Reporting (5.4)

143. Y N Have they presented their annual reports at a public hearing for suggestions and
comment prior to submitting to the division? (5.4.) List how they documented.
WERS(TT= — APR Dyol/
144. Y N Have they submitted their annual reports to the EFO by September 30" of each year
that covers the previous fiscal year? (5.4.)

Wrap-Up:
145. Does the SWMP include the follow information for each of the six minimum control measures:

Best management practices (BMPs), programs and processes (SOPs) that the MS4 will
implement for this minimum control measure? (4.1.a.)

Y N Public Education and Outreach

Public Involvement/Participation

Illicit Discharge and Elimination

Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control

Permanent Stormwater Management

Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal Operations

< < < < =<
z2z=2=22=2

Measurable goals and milestones that the MS4 will implement (with dates/frequencies)
for each BMP? (4.1.b.)

N  Public Education and Outreach

Public Involvement/Participation

Ilicit Discharge and Elimination

Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control

Permanent Stormwater Management

Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal Operations

The person(s) responsible for implementing/coordinating BMPs?

< < < << =< =<
z2zz=2=22

The person(s) responsible for implementing or coordinating the BMP? (4.1.c.)
N  Public Education and Outreach

Public Involvement/Participation

Illicit Discharge and Elimination

Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control

Permanent Stormwater Management

Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal Operations

< < < < < =<
z2z2z=2=2z=2

Pollutant control efforts for all municipal operated facilities that maintain or store
motorized equipment, oils, or other hazardous materials? (4.1.d.)

Y N Public Education and Outreach

Y N Public Involvement/Participation

Y N llicit Discharge and Elimination

Y N Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control
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Permanent Stormwater Management
Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal Operations

Are all applicable inspections and monitoring programs described in detail? (4.1.e.)

N
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Public Education and Outreach

Public Involvement/Participation

Illicit Discharge and Elimination

Construction Site Stormwater Runoff Control

Permanent Stormwater Management

Pollution Prevention/Good Housekeeping for Municipal Operations

146. Y N Have they coordinated SWMP implementation among various agencies or units within
the MS4 and with third parties responsible for SWMP implementation? Describe.

Additional Comments:

Name/Agency of
Lead Inspector:

' |
Signature of f
- ‘r"

Names/Agencies of
Other Inspectors:

N

* This worksheet applies to MS4s that have been previously permitted.
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